[The following observations were delivered at one of the monthly meetings of the Royal College of Physicians last winter, when the College was honoured by the attendance of several members of the Bench and many of the Bar. They were not originally intended for publication; but the author has been requested in various quarters to make them generally accessible. He is conscious that views, which might be appropriately presented to a select audience of the legal and medical professions, would be the better for greater development and more copious illustration when offered to the public at large; but the necessary extension of them would require more leisure than he can at present command. In their present shape, however, they may attract the attention of others to the subject; and if this be accomplished, their object can scarcely fail to be attained sooner or later; for no one can study carefully the existing state of medical evidence without perceiving, both that great defects exist in it, and Another important element of progress was, that about the commencement of the same period, medico-legal inquiries, for the first time in this country, began to be frequently chosen as the subject of express original research and practical observation. The present sketch is not the place for a history of medical jurisprudence, otherwise many familiar names might be noticed in connection with these researches. But I hope that, without incurring the charge either of egotism, or a neglect of others, it may be allowed me to refer briefly to my own endeavours; because, unless this be done, it may be difficult to find favour for the views which will be submitted by and by for your consideration.
On my appointment as professor of medical jurisprudence in 1822, it was natural for me to feel sensibly its low estate, and my duty to raise it if I could. For this end it was desirable to choose a particular branch only of a subject so comprehensive as to extend both its roots and ramifications into all the other medical sciences.
My choice fell upon toxicology,*?in itself indeed no narrow field, but one almost untrodden by British cultivators, yet at the same time more full perhaps of varied interest than any other, better fitted at all events to attract general notice, and also more likely to yield good fruits in the hands of a young labourer.
on all important criminal cases, especially in questions of poisoning, and made him a witness, when such testimony seemed advisable.
The consequences to the practice of our criminal courts, resulting from all these changes, were soon apparent through every branch of medico-legal science; but in none so manifestly as in the most difficult department of all, that of toxicology. In trials for poisoning prior to this time, the proof of the fact of death by poison was looked forward to by the public prosecutor with more anxiety and distrust than any other part of his case, and by the opposite counsel as the most promising outlet for the prisoner's escape. But a total change gradually took place in this respect; and at length, after a hard forensic conflict in 1827, on the occasion of the trial of Mrs Smith for murder by poison,?when the medical evidence, based on the most modern improvements in medico-legal analysis, was vainly assailed by all the skill of the most eminent pleaders of the Scotch bar, with the aid of able and zealous medical advisers and medical witnesses,?the fact of death by poison became an article of proof on which the crown lawyers could confidently rely in every case which they judged fit to send to trial; and it is now no uncommon thing for the prisoner's counsel to admit that part of the case altogether, and to look in quite another direction for the chance of a successful defence. 
